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Abstract 
Safety and security are substantial issues for all kinds of libraries in the present time. It is an 
ever-evolving subject that should be discussed coherently. This paper attempts to scrutinize 
security challenges faced by two major funded university libraries in India, i.e., Maulana Azad 
Library, Aligarh Muslim University, Aligarh, and Dr. B.R. Ambedkar Central Library, 
Jawaharlal Nehru University, New Delhi. It looks at the measures adopted by these libraries to 
ensure their collection's safety and explores the reasons and methods of theft, mutilation, and 
misplacement of the library collection. The survey research method was employed. Two 
separate questionnaires were used to collect data from the librarians and clientele of the above-
said universities. Random Sampling was used to collect data from the library users. The result 
of the analysis revealed that, like other libraries, these two libraries are not entirely free from 
the threat of stealing, marring, and misplacement of their collection. It is also discovered that 
the percentage of mutilation of library documents is high in both libraries compared to theft. 
Users adopt various methods for stealing library documents. Some suggestions are also 
proffered to eradicate theft and mutilation, like providing multiple copies of books, installation 
of RFID and Biometrics. 
Keywords: Security, Safety, Theft, Mutilation, Library Materials, University Libraries, India. 
Paper Type- Research Paper 
1. Introduction 
Libraries are well-thought-out to be the storehouse of information that serves society in every 
possible way. Libraries to be found in academic institutions have been regarded as the "heart 
of the institution." Academic libraries' main objective is to select, acquire, organize, store, 
process, and disseminate information to their users. Users from different social, economic 
backgrounds, cultural interests, age groups utilize the library resources pertinent to their needs. 
Academic libraries are more prone to security and safety breaches such as theft, mutilation, 
and defacement of library resources. Users from different educational and cultural interests 
employ all the accessible resources that are appropriate to their needs. Most libraries provide 
open access to users to find other documents that can be pertinent to their needs. Due to open 
access, the collection stands susceptible to all forms of crime and safety risks from the users. 
The crimes committed by some users have deprived the other users of fully achieving their 
information needs. The holding of these libraries is valuable, and some documents can be of 
high cost and expense. Usually, there are three types of incidents that can be taken into 
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consideration (i) Theft of library materials, (ii) Mutilation and misplacement of documents, 
and (iii) Misuse of borrower's card. 
 As per Bruce A. Shuman (1999), theft of books and related materials such as 
periodicals, manuscripts, newspapers, magazines, maps, and non-book materials in libraries, 
and archives, is not an issue of the contemporary world. In the middle ages, priests and monks 
who were the library's custodians used to chain books to shelves and conveyed warnings 
regarding the dire consequences of book theft such as hanging, burning, drowning, and the 
curse, which was the most brutal punishment of that time to book thieves. This example proves 
that library theft is not a new-fangled problem. As compared to the present time, there were 
only a few literary works available in the 14th and 15th centuries. At that time, the custodian 
of libraries kept all library materials in supervised reading rooms and tightly controlled access. 
Even after putting so much effort, books were stolen from shelves and desks. 
 Libraries acquired pricey documents to serve up the user community. Unquestionably, 
theft of these materials is a loss to the organization as well as general people as a whole 
(Chatterjee, 2013). The growth and the development of the libraries depend upon internal as 
well as external interest. The internal interest includes development from parent institutions for 
infrastructural supports, human resources, and collection development. On the flip side, 
external interest is chiefly its utilization, following rules and regulations from the user's side 
for libraries' longevity. However, the cases reported about theft, marring and misplacements of 
library materials are exemplar that how these illegal incidences have affected both libraries and 
users by the same token in terms of providing admittance to required material and using library 
resources without any hindrance to the fullest (Jagadish & Sarasvathy, 2016). So, if this valued 
collection of libraries is to be protected against loss and damage, libraries have to consider the 




2.  Review of the Related Literature 
Researchers have conducted various studies to explore the safety and security issues 
and measures adopted by numerous libraries.  Theft and mutilation of library materials are the 
main issues faced by librarians for a long time. Although John Hamilton (1990) believes that 
library professionals have refrained from using the word 'stolen' as they preferred to use 'not 
returned yet.' Ajegbomogun (2004) asserted that 62.63 percent of users admitted stealing and 
mutilation were common phenomena among Nigerian university library users 
Jagdish (2016) administered his study on the librarians of seven universities and found that 
more than seventy percent of the librarians had faced theft, marring, and misplacement of resources 
in the libraries. The findings also revealed the disproportionate downloading of e-resources, theft, 
and mutilation of books and journals because of insufficient books, unavailability of required 
books, and students' financial condition. Kumbhar et al. (2016) explored users' vulnerability and 
criminal activities such as theft of books, magazines, and library equipment in college libraries 
affiliated to Dr. Babasaheb Ambedkar Marathwada University Aurangabad. The study's outcome 
showed that students were more delinquent than library staff, and the reason is that students have 
a lack of seriousness; they are irresponsible, and some did this due to poverty. As a preventive 
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measure, they suggested that libraries must implement policies, security systems, rules, and 
regulations to deal with safety and security concerns. 
Akor (2013) identified the causes of book theft and mutilation in university libraries and how 
to restrain and care for the library's continuous utilization of information resources. The 
outcome of the analyzed data exhibited that the university library books were stolen and 
mutilated due to insufficient library materials, financial constraints, and selfishness on the part 
of library users. It was also revealed that various methods were adopted like tearing of book 
pages off, removing the book jacket cover, hiding books under their clothes, and their pockets 
for stealing and mutilating library documents. Olajide (2017) also identified the cause of book 
thefts and mutilation in Federal University Oye- Ekiti, Nigeria, where it was reflected that library 
materials were stolen and mutilated due to insufficient copies of library documents and porous 
security system by employing various methods such as tearing of pages and hiding of books in 
clothes. 
Lorenzen (1996) also reported the different forms of collection mutilation in the form of 
highlighting text in books, ripping or eliminating few pages of documents, and explaining in books 
margins which results in the tempering of subject-content making it not feasible to users. Pathak and 
Vyas (2020) explored the security challenges in Gujarat's university libraries and distinguished the 
causes and defenselessness of book burglary, mutilation and vandalism, and the weakness of library 
arrangements and safety efforts. Similarly, Martell (2010) recognizes the problem of theft and its 
effects. He explored the nature of these problems and concluded that this challenge compels in 
instituting new policies and procedures that can be more beneficial. 
Baba and Tripuram (2014) rationalized the use of Electromagnetic Security System 
(EMSS) in MANUU. The study revealed that MANUU had installed EMSS to work out book loss 
and save the users' time. Neeraj Kumar (2014) examined the efficacy of CCTV security systems in 
the university library, focusing on Sikkim University. The study attempted to find out what close circuit 
television security systems were in use in university libraries and determine the CCTV devices' 
effectiveness in the libraries. Rajendran & Rathinasabapath (2007) discussed the Electronic 
Surveillance and Security System as a technology to curtail the theft problem and stated that it 
is useless to spend millions of rupees acquiring new information resources without installing 
such security systems. Allen (1997) said that eradicating theft in academic libraries is a 
complicated and challenging problem. She suggested that every library have a Library Security 
Officer and Library Planning Group to protect collection by keeping accurate records of 
holding, marking proof of ownership, and conducting regular inventories and assessments of 
vulnerable materials. Henrich and Stoddart (2016) stated that libraries are responsible for the 
safety, security, and welfare of their patrons, employees, collection building, and property. They 
offered a case study in which a CPTED checklist was used to scrutinize the safety and security 
design structures in an academic library environment. In juxtaposition with other safety measures, 
including dedicated safety committees, expert-led safety training, and ongoing conversations about 
security in the library, the CPTED checklist can help in library discussions about haven and 
subsidize to a safer, more secure atmosphere in which students can thrive.  
  
Overall, the literature available on library security and safety exhibits how much it is 
vital to protect the library's collection. Various studies have been conducted on different 
libraries' security and safety issues in Nigeria, Ghana, and the UK. Some studies have also been 
conducted on Indian libraries, but no research has been undertaken on security challenges 
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observed by Aligarh Muslim University and Jawaharlal Nehru University. For that reason, this 
study is an endeavour to find out the security challenges and adopted measures for safeguarding 
library materials in both university libraries. 
 
3. Objectives of the Study 
The objectives for the present study have been listed below:  
1. To identify the extent of theft, defacement, and destruction of library materials at the 
central university library of Aligarh Muslim University (AMU), Aligarh and Jawaharlal 
Nehru University (JNU), New Delhi;  
2. To uncover the factors liable for stealing, marring, and misplacement of library 
documents; 
3. To know the methods employed by AMU and JNU central libraries to prevent theft and 
mutilation of library materials; 
4. To find out the assorted security measures installed in the libraries under study;  
5. To recognize measures to curb library theft in the above-said libraries;  
  
4. Methodology 
Investigators have used the survey method to collect data from the libraries' librarians and 
users. A set of two questionnaires, close-ended in nature, one for the librarian and the second 
for the users, have been prepared after reviewing literature. A total number of 270 
questionnaires were administered among library users of Maulana Azad Library, Aligarh 
Muslim University and Dr. B.R. Ambedkar Library, Jawaharlal Nehru University, out of which 
228 wholly filled questionnaires were returned. The response rate of both libraries is 84.44% 
collectively. The random sampling method has been employed to elicit data from the users of 
central libraries under study.  
 
5. Data Analysis and Interpretation  
The data collected from users and librarians of both central libraries through the questionnaire 
method have been organized, analyzed, tabulated, and interpreted below in the form of tables:  
  
5.1 User's awareness regarding theft of documents in library 
Respondents were asked about their awareness of theft in their library. Table I disclosed that 
72.85% of male users of AMU library denied theft of any library materials, while 27.14% of 
users responded that some users do steal library documents by various means. The percent of 
female users aware of library theft is 3.41% higher than male users. The response of female 
library users is recorded by 30.55%. On the flip side, the number of female users denying any 
ongoing theft in the library is higher than males in JNU. 84.21% of female users denied any 
incident of theft, while 15.78% agreed on it. Similarly, 19.04% of male users accepted the theft 
of library documents.  
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Figure 1: User's awareness regarding the theft of documents in the library 
 
 
Figure 1 reveals that 76 AMU library users contradict those 30 users admitting theft in their 
library. In the same way, 100 JNU library users have also disaffirmed incidences of theft. Only 
22 out of 122 respondents affirm the same. Thus, it can be concluded that despite all security 
measures, theft of library materials may be present in both libraries to some extent. On the 
contrary to this result, Jagadish and Sarasvathy (2016), in their study, found that theft of 
documents (71.42%) is a severe problem in university libraries of Karnataka. 
 
5.1.1 Reasons behind theft and mutilation of library documents 
If there is any theft or damage to library documents, then it is a must to detect the reasons 
behind it to exterminate the problem. Table II shows that according to AMU users, 
irresponsibility and selfish nature of some users are the main reason behind theft followed by 
poverty and overdue fines. The percent recorded for irresponsibility and selfish nature of users 





































response, which is 36.66%. Only 16.66% of users admitted the absence of guards at the 
entrance gate as the reason for book theft. Like AMU, JNU library users also held 
irresponsibility of malicious users as the primary cause of theft, followed by the selfish nature 
of some users. The percent recorded for irresponsibility is the highest, which is 68.18%. The 
other reasons stated for library documents theft by JNU users are poverty (31.81%), selfish 
nature (63.63%), and overdue fines (18.18%). Only 9.09% of respondents find the absence of 
guards at the entrance gate as the reason for the theft. 
Thus, it can be said that the irresponsibility and selfish nature of some users are the leading 
cause of the theft of library documents. 
Table-II Reasons for theft 
Reasons for Theft 
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Figure 2: Reasons for theft in AMU and JNU Library 
 
 
Figure 2 depicts the responses of both library users. It clearly shows that irresponsibility 
and selfish nature of the users got the highest responses from the users of both AMU 
and JNU library. 
5.2 Mutilation of library documents and their reasons 
Table III shows the mutilation of library documents in both libraries. Quite a significant number 
(i.e., 72.64%) of AMU library users have responded that they have witnessed the mutilation of 
library documents in the form of torn out pages, underlining, and damaged books. Similarly, 
62.29% of JNU library users affirmed the mutilation of documents in various forms. The 
percent of users denying the mutilation of materials in the JNU library is slightly higher than 






















































Table-III Mutilation of documents and other materials 

























































It is clear from the above data that the mutilation of library documents is less in the JNU library 
to some extent. 
Figure 1: Mutilation of library documents 
 
 







































5.2.1 Reasons for mutilation of documents 
 It is apparent from table IV that the carelessness of some library users is the biggest reason for 
the mutilation of documents. The percent recorded for carelessness in AMU and JNU library 
got 72.72% and 86.84%, respectively. The high cost of documents (50.64%) got the second-
highest responses after carelessness by AMU users. Many users want their copy of the book so 
that they can use it anytime, but due to the high cost of the document, they fail to acquire. Some 
users have mentioned that malicious users do so to cheat in the examination (32.46%). Few 
users (24.67%) think that due to poor Xerox quality, malicious people prefer to tear out the 
pages from the documents. Likewise, in the JNU library, the carelessness of library users is the 
primary reason behind the mutilation of library documents, followed by the high cost of library 
materials (32.87%). Poor Xerox quality (11.84%) is also another reason for the mutilation of 
documents. So, it is revealed from the study that 86.84% users mutilate library documents 
unintentionally i.e. due to carelessness.  
Table- IV Reasons for mutilating documents 
Reasons AMU Library JNU Library 
Male Female Total responses Male Female Total responses 




















































































5.3 Methods used for taking out stolen books and torn out pages from library 
Table V reveals the ways how torn pages and stolen documents are taken out of the library by 
users. To this question, almost half of the library users of both libraries responded that they 
do not have any idea about it. Users who responded to the query think that usually, users hide 
torn pages in their clothes. The percent for the above option is recorded 33.01% from AMU 
library users, while 40.98% of JNU library users responded to this. 
 
Table-V Method adopted for taking documents and torn pages out of the library 
 
   (Multiple Answers were permitted) 
5.4 Deliberate hiding and misshelving of documents in the library 
Table VI shows deliberate hiding and misplacement of library documents. More than half 
(54.28%) male users of the AMU library admitted purposeful concealment and misplacement 
of documents in the library. While 61.11% of female users also believed that some users 
Methods 
AMU Library JNU Library 
Male Female Total Responses Male Female Total Responses 






















































































misplace or hide material demanded by most of the users. Likewise, 61.90% of JNU library 
users are also of the view that some documents got misplaced by malicious users. Half (19%) 
of female users admitted and rest (19%) denied any misplacement or hiding of documents. 
 




























































5.4.1 Reasons for deliberate hiding and misplacing of documents in the library 
The response to the query, reasons for hiding, and misplacement of documents was given by 
only those who responded to the previous query. It is apparent from the table VII that a more 
significant part of users of AMU library answered for 'Monopoly of information' 39.47% and 
59.09% of male and female users responded to this option, respectively. A good number 
(26.31%) of male users acknowledged that malicious users hide or misplace documents either 
to deprive other users or due to exam pressure, while 22.72% of female users are of the view 
that to deprive other users, malicious users misplaced documents. In JNU, 28.84% of male 
library users responded that some users misplace documents due to their habit. The same 
percent (26.76%) of users are of the view that the reason for misplacement or hiding of 
document is the monopoly of information, whereas 47.36% of female users agreed that due to 
exam pressure, some users hide or misplaced document. 
 
 













































































     (Multiple Answers were permitted) 
5.5 Types of security measures available in libraries 
It is essential to know what types of security are being followed in libraries to protect their 
valued collection. To this question, Table VIII reveals that the AMU library has properly 
locked doors; windows have grilled with iron bars. It provides a single entry-exit for both 
library staff and users and has an adequate number of security guards at the gate. The security 
guards generally check the library card of every user to control authorized access. The library 
staff at the entrance desk observes every person visiting the library and checks their belongings. 
The AMU library has installed a good number of CCTV cameras. It also has 3M exit detection 
to control the theft of books. 
On the other hand, the JNU library also has a properly working lock and key system, but the 
windows were not barred with iron bars; even some windows lack glasses. It also has a single 
gate entry-exit for both library employees and users. Users have to submit their belongings to 
the property counter at the entrance, and each visitor is observed by the security staff sitting at 
the entrance gate and physically checked every user.  
Thus, it can be said that both libraries have adopted adequate security measures to avoid 
loss and damage to its collection. 
Table- VIII Type of security measures in the central library of AMU and JNU 




Lock and Key System 
Yes Yes 
2.  




Single Door Entry-Exit for Both Library Staff & Users 
Yes Yes 
4.  
Security Guards at the Gates 
Yes Yes 
5.  
Observation by Library Staff 
Yes Yes 









9.  RFID System No 
No 
10.  
3M Exit Detection 
Yes 
No 
11.  Biometrics No 
No 




13.  Glass Break Sensor No 
No 
 
5. 6 Budget for security purpose 
The budget assists as a roadmap for the execution of various library activities. It is a must for 
every library to have a separate budget for library safety and security. When asked about the 
security budget provision, both libraries responded that there is no distinct budget allocated for 
security. 
5.7 Guidelines/Standards used for library safety and security  
Guidelines or standards for library safety and security identify essential issues that must be 
kept in mind by the library staff. These guidelines help the library administration in developing 
strategies to tackle the security issues faced by the library. To know about the security 
guidelines/ standards being followed in the libraries under consideration, Table IX revealed 
that the AMU library follows UGC and NAAC guidelines while the JNU library is only 
following instructions by NAAC. 
 
Table -IX Guidelines/Standards  
 
5.8 Most targeted material 
Needless to say, that the library housed various materials like General books, Periodicals, 
Newspapers, Special collections to cater to the need of users. So, it must be identified which 
material is more prone to loss and damage. Table X demonstrates the most targeted materials 
for theft and mutilation in the libraries under research consideration. It is clear from the table 
that Textbooks are the most targeted material in both libraries. Though according to the JNU 
library General collection, Special collection is also beleaguered by the malicious users. Fasae 
and Adedokum (2016) have also found textbooks as the most vulnerable materials to library 
crimes. 
Table-X Most targeted material in both libraries 
S. No. Materials AMU JNU 
1. General collection No Yes 
2. Textbooks Yes Yes 
3. Newspapers No Yes 
4. Special collection No Yes 
S. No Library ALA UGC NAAC ACRL 
1. AMU No Yes Yes No 
2. JNU No No Yes No 
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5. Bound periodicals No No 
6. Furniture No No 
7. Others No No 
 
5.9 Cause of maximum security problem 
As the academic library serves various users such as students of UG, PG courses, research 
scholars, and faculty members, some libraries entertain visitors also. Table XI reveals that 
students and outsiders are the primary cause of security problems in the AMU library, while 
the JNU library held students responsible for causing maximum security issues. 
 
Table- XI Cause of maximum security problems for both libraries 
S. No. Cause of security problems AMU JNU 
1. Staff No No 
2. Students Yes Yes 
3. Researchers No No 
4. Outsiders/Visitors Yes No 
 
5.10 Action towards offenders of library rules  
It is evident from Table XII that whenever any incident of theft and mutilation of the document 
is found, both libraries take action against the culprit. AMU library had answered that when 
such type of events occurred, it takes strict action by imposing fine and cancellation of the 
library card of the offender. On the other hand, the JNU library retorted that it cancels the 
library card of the users caught doing illegal activity. 
 
Table- XII Action towards offenders of library rules 
S. No. The action took by the library AMU JNU 
1. Strict action  against the culprit 
Yes Yes 
2. Grievance cell hold the action No No 
3. Cancellation of a library card 
Yes Yes 
4. Impose fine on the culprit 
Yes 
No 




5.11 Schedules for checking inventory   
Stock verification is the tool to check the loss of library documents and materials. Every library must 
check its inventory at least once a year to identify the loss of library materials. It is revealed that to 
detect ongoing theft, AMU library checks its inventory whenever required, while the JNU library 
verifies its inventory once a year. 
5.12 Services provided to avoid damage to collection 
To control the theft and mutilation of documents, both libraries have taken some steps. Both 
libraries are providing services to minimize the theft and mutilation of materials, which are 
shown in Table 13. It is apparent from the table that both libraries are providing photocopy 
service at minimal cost so users can get them a copy of the required document. They also have 
the provision of providing material in electronic form so the users can transfer it to their storage 
device and can use with the help of smartphones, laptops, and tablet. Apart from these, both 
libraries also acquire multiple copies of documents for better circulation of information. 
 
Table- 13 Services to avoid damage to the collection in both libraries 
S. No Services AMU JNU 
1. Photocopying 
Yes Yes 
2. Provided e-resources 
Yes Yes 
3. Multiple copies for better circulation 
Yes Yes 
4. Other No No 
 
6. Findings 
1. From the study, it is found that most of both library users refuted that there is any 
ongoing theft in libraries. However, some users do agree on the fact that some malicious 
users always tried to find ways to steal documents. 30.55% of female users of AMU 
responded that theft of documents is there in the library. While in JNU, 19.04% of male 
users admitted cases of theft in comparison to females (15.78%).  
 
2. The study revealed that the majority of library users agreed to the point that instead of 
stealing documents, some users prefer to tear pages of documents. This statement is 
supported by 72.64% and 62.29% of users from AMU and JNU library, respectively. 
 
3. According to the data analysis, carelessness is the chief cause behind the mutilation of 
documents. Many users mentioned that they had found the mutilation of library 
documents in the form of torn pages, highlighting, and underlining on pages. It is also 
found that due to the high cost of documents, users fail to have their copy of books, so 




4. The study reveals that users take out the stolen document and torn pages out of the 
library by hiding it in clothes. Some users have mentioned that users get them issue 
books and return it after tearing the required pages. Understandably, the mutilation of 
documents is hard to find by any security systems. 
 
5. The study of the collected data revealed that users deliberately hide or misplaced 
documents. The percent of users who responded to this query is slightly higher in JNU 
in comparison to AMU. 58.19% users of the JNU library answered that people 
deliberately misplaced documents to deprive other users and do not want to share 
information about the documents with others. It is also found that users unintentionally 
misplaced documents as they do not know the arrangement of books on the shelf. 
6. The study reveals that a good number of security systems have been installed in both 
libraries to control the problem of theft and mutilation. 
 
7. It is found from the study that AMU library is following security standards of NAAC 
and UGC while JNU library following guidelines provided by the NAAC only. 
 
 
8. The study found that both libraries have installed CCTV cameras for managing illegal 
activities. AMU library has also employed CCTV cameras on the stacks. 
 
9. The study discloses that both libraries have proper security measures for collection 
security. AMU library has fixed all the books with magnetized strips, surveillance 
through CCTV, embossed all the documents with stamps, and rare collection is 
restricted to access by all users. 
 
10. Through this study, it is found that critical factors behind theft are irresponsibility and 
selfish nature of users, according to AMU library users. JNU library users also think of 
these two reasons as the leading causes behind the theft. 
 
 
7. Constructive Measures 
 The investigators have suggested the following constructive measures:  
1. To prevent unauthorized access in the library, both libraries should install a Biometric, 
fingerprint system, or RFID gates. 
2. Both libraries should organize proper orientation programs to aware the users about the 
importance of library documents.  
3. The number of staff should be increased in every stack of AMU library so that they can 
keep an eye on every user.  
4. Proper checking of pages should be done at the time of check out and check-in.  




6. Both libraries should display rules and regulations regarding book theft and mutilation on 
the notice board.  
7. Both libraries must allocate separate budget for the safety and security.  
8. Users of AMU library suggested the implementation of Biometric technology at the 
entrance gate, while some users recommended that Barcode reader should be installed 
at the entrance gate to prevent unauthorized access. Users also advised installing the 
RFID system along with with the view that orientation programs should be organized 
to let know users the importance of library documents, and a signboard must be placed 
in the library, so users know what to do in case of emergency. The rest of the students 
advised improving library security by increasing the number of CCTV cameras at the 
entrance gate, stack area, and strictly monitor the entry of every user to have an eye on 
every illegal activity. 
9.  JNU library users responded that they are convinced that their library is already safe 
enough, but they suggested the implementation of CCTV cameras in stack areas to 
prevent theft and mutilation of documents.  
 
8. Conclusion 
It can be said that security issues such as theft, mutilation, and misplacement of library 
materials have been a grave problem from time immemorial. In ancient times, librarians used 
to chain manuscripts to prevent them from being stolen. Even in the present era of technology, 
libraries have not been able to eradicate these security issues. The present study, which has 
been conducted on the central library of AMU and JNU, revealed that despite the installation 
of various electronic security systems, theft of library materials is present in both libraries to 
some extent. While the cases of mutilation and misplacement of library documents are quite 
high in comparison to library theft. Being an 'institution of learning' library cannot afford these 
damages. So, there is a need to make efforts by library staff as well as the users to help in 
tackling these security problems. Various security measures such as RFID, Biometrics, and 
CCTV cameras can be installed, and Orientation programs must be organized at the beginning 
of every academic session. A separate budget for security purposes must be allocated so that 
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